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The Decision on Petition of October 4, 2007, finds that the Petition for revival under 
37 CFR 1.137 lacks a statement from the applicant that the entire term of the abandonment 
was unintentional on the basis of a statement from the Patent Office in the Notice of 
Abandonment. As the necessary statement must come from the applicant, the statement from 
the Patent Office has little or no bearing. 
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The statement from the Patent Office fails to indicate the time of the applicant's 
statement that the application was abandoned. Such statement is believed to have been made 
on November 9, 2006, as shown by the attached copy of a note of a telephone conference with 
Examiner ("tel c/w Ex"), when the application was, in fact, abandoned. Such statement of 
fact is not, however, expressive of any intention in relation thereto. The fact of abandonment 
is not an intention therefor, whereby the abandonment remains unintentional as in the 
statement of February 15, 2007, for the Petition. 

Neither can any inference be drawn from the time from the statement of fact to the 
Petition. The Patent Office asked about abandonment November 9, 2007, and may have 
believed the applicant's statement of the fact thereof as now implied, but the Office first 
notified the applicant of abandonment November 15, 2007, whereby the Petition is within 
three months thereof, which complies with MPEP 71 1 .03(c), and compares favorably to the 
Decision in October on a February Petition. 
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